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Abstract

Due to the outbreak of the epidemic, “online learning” once became a hot word. The first large-scale
implementation of online teaching in emergencies is a new test for the education industry and even
the whole society. The deficiencies of online teaching mode are coming one after another: teaching
jam, low self-control of students, improper teaching methods of teachers, etc. It is an urgent prob-
lem to promote the development of online learning and improve students’ sense of acquisition in
online learning. Therefore, the research found that college students’ online overall sense of acqui-
sition is low, online learning environment interference factors are more online teaching, student
autonomy consciousness is not strong, teachers’ level is different, the non-theoretical courses are
difficult to implement, and based on this, we advance the collaborative schools, enterprises and
students and improve students’ consciousness, improve the quality of teaching and upgrade teach-
ing platform, etc.
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Table 1. Data information table of the research object
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TiH 251 FEAH Horth
) 253 55.36%
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ks 204 44.64%
R 23 5.03%
) VN 121 26.48%
2R
—& 234 51.2%
EpN 79 17.29%
*— 128 28.01%
K= 67 14.66%
EH
= 191 41.79%
L 71 15.54%
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Table 2. College students' overall sense of online learning
2 REEZ EFIRBMAREBR

IR A Ao
TR 16 3.5%
T LA 52 11.38%
—f& 68 14.88%
B 132 28.88%
R%E 189 41.36%
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Table 3. Students' online learning gains
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Table 4. Improvement of college students’ learning ability in various aspects
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RK B —f& BHEA Th&
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Table 5. Data situation table of three dimensions of influencing factors
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Table 6. Influence of teachers on college students’ sense of online learning
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Table 7. Influence of external environment on college students’ sense of online learning
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Table 8. Influence of personal status on online learning
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Table 9. Influence of external factors on improving college students’ sense of achievement
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Table 10. College Students’ demands for online learning
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